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Current Topics. 
The Vacation Judge. 


Mr Justice ScrutTon has taken up his duty as judge for 
the latter half of the Long Vacation, and it is to be hoped that 
his lists may include cases of more general interest than those of 
his predecessor. 


The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 

THe BristoL Law Society have, we think, surpassed any 
previous hosts of the metropolitan society in the elaborateness 
of their arrangements for the comfort and enjoyment of their 
guests, They have not only provided repasts and entertainments 
on a lavish scale, but have arranged some unusually interesting 
excursions, with eminent guides to explain the various objects of 
interest—one of them being Mr, J.G. Woop, F.S.A., of Lincoln’s 
Inn, who will advise on the title to Chepstow Castle and Tintern 
Abbey, and no doubt answer any requisitions which may be made 
in due time—and have further made full provision for satisfying 
the bodily wants of the hungry visitors. They have, moreover, 
met the wishes of golfers by procuring the golf courses of no 
fewer than eight golf clubs to be open to members. And their 
programme, recently issued, contains particulars of the various 
attractions, exceedingly well arranged and expressed, and also 
a mostiuseful map of the greater part of Bristol, shewing the 
position of all the places of interest, and have provided for 
each member a copy of an official guide to the city. 


A Legal Veteran. 

Lorp HALSsBuRY attained the age of eighty-five years on 
Saturday last in astounding mental and physical vigour, and was 
no doubt the recipient of hearty congratulations from many 
different sources. He is indeed universally popular. Apart 
from his ability, his kindness of disposition, his absolute freedom 
from malice and uncharitableness and his habitual fairness to his 
adversaries have won for him as much regard as his courage and 
sincerity have elicited admiration. When solicitors as a body 
were opposing his Land Transfer scheme, on the ground of the 
cost and delay likely to be involved, he was careful to avoid 
imputing to them personal motives, and when during the same 
controversy Lord HERSCHELL went out of his way to attack 
this journal for its hostility to the Land Transfer Bill, Lord 
HALsBuRY said not a word. He crowns his career as most 
barristers commence theirs—with the preparation of a book, and 
one of the daily papers has given an interesting account of his 
daily life while grinding at this task in seclusion at his cottage 
near the North Foreland Lighthouse. His day is stated to 
begin at 8 a.m. and to end at 10.30 p.m., and to be filled up 
in about equal measure with golfing and labouring at his book. 
Long may he live after the work is completed. 
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Orders Out of Court. 

AN INTERESTING addition was made at the sitting of the 
Vacation Court on Wednesday to the stories of the circum- 
stances under which judges have granted injunctions or orders. 
Counsel applied to Mr. Justice ScRUTTON to grant an injunction 
in a light and air case, in which he had granted leave to serve 
short notice of motion; whereupon the learned judge remarked, 
“Yes, the application was made to me just before I made a very 
excellent shot from the tee, and I granted it before I took my 
put.” Everyone knows the story of the judge who granted 
an injunction while bathing, but more recent instances are 
said to have occurred—one of them being an application for 
an injunction made to Mr. Justice PICKFORD, who was staying 
in Berkshire. Learning, on application at his residence, that 
his lordship was golfing on the downs, counsel and solicitor 
hired a carriage and set forth post haste in search of his lordship. 
They met him returning from the links on horseback ; the court 
was forthwith constituted and the injunction was granted. We 
imagine that the story of Mr. Justice BARGRAVE DEANE having 
been rung up on the telephone in the middle of the night to hear 
an application as to the custody of an infant is not altogether 
authentic. Judges do not, like doctors, have telephones in their 
bedrooms. 


Payment of Mortgage by a Stranger, 

WHEN A person advances money for the purpose of paying off 
an existing mortgage intending to take a fresh security, it some- 
times happens that the money is advanced and the mortgage 
paid off before the fresh security is created, and it is equitable 
that under such circumstances the mortgage should be kept 
alive for the benefit of the new lender; and a decision to this 
effect has been given by WARRINGTON, J., in Butler v. Rice 
(1910, 2 Ch. 277), following Patten v. Bond (37 W. R. 373), and 
Chetwynd vy. Allen (1899, 1 Ch. 353). In the former of these 
cases Kay, J., treated the new lender as subrogated to the rights 
of the old one, but there the mortgage money had been called 
in, and the equity of redemption, which was trust property, 
was in danger of being lost unless money was found to pay off 
the mortgage. “If,” said Kay, J., “the doctrine of subrogation 
does not extend to that it is of very little value. It seems to 
me that the doctrine of subrogation does apply, and that it is a 
clear case of salvage.” And similarly in Chetwynd v. Allen (supra), 
where the element of salvage was not present, Romer, J., held 
that a charge on property was kept alive in equity in favour of 
a stranger who advanced money to pay it off, notwithstanding 
that the stranger had taken a new charge on part of the pro- 
perty. In the present case of Butler v. Lice (supra) a married 
woman was owner of two properties which were together subject 
to a charge for £450 in favour of a bank. The husband 
arranged with the plaintiff to advance this sum to pay off the 
mortgage on security of one of the properties for £300 and a 
guarantee of the remainder. The money was advanced and the 
mortgage paid off, but the wife refused to execute the new mort- 
gage. Under these circumstances WARRINGTON, J., held, on the 
principle of the above cases, that the plaintiff was entitled to the 
benefit of the mortgage which had been paid off, and that the 
result was not prejudiced by the agreement for other security, 
or by the fact that the arrangement was made without the con- 
currence of the mortgagor. Her position was not affected, the 
only change being that she would have a different person as 
creditor. 


The Extinguishment of Korea. 


THE RECENT annexation by Japan of the Empire of Korea 
affords an instance of the extinction of a State. The principal 
point of juridical interest relates to the question of treaties, par- 
ticularly the treaty of 1883, by which exterritorial rights were 
secured to British subjects residing in Korea. Some account of 
the Japanese proclamation and its effects is contained in the 
Times of August 30th. It appears that the jurisdiction of 
the consular courts is abolished by the terms of the proclama- 
tion, whilst the existing Korean tariff (the subject of commercial 
treaties) is to be continued for ten years. Thus, in principle, 
Japan regards the annexation of Korea, and its extinction as a 








Sovereign Power, as involving the avoidance of treaties made 
between Korea and foreign Powers. The Times special corres. 
pondent, indeed, says, without any reservation, that “ treaties 
concluded by other Powers with Korea become void with the 
disappearance of the State with which they were contracted,” 
and that “the treaties, according to international usage, have 
lapsed with the extinction of the sovereignty of one of the con- 
tracting parties.” But writers on international law are 
not unanimous with respect to the effect of extinction of a State 
on its treaties. Professor WESTLAKE (International Law, i. 59, 
66) says that the treaties of the extinguished State fall to the 
ground, but in a lengthy footnote he adds: “This is not undis. 
puted,” and gives a list of opinions and authorities to the 
contrary. Dr. OPPENHEIM (International Law, i. 121, 553) says 
that treaties of a political nature fall to the ground with the 
extinction of the State that concluded them. He goes on to say: 
“ But it is controversial whether treaties of commerce, extradition, 
and the like, of the extinct State remain valid and therefore a 
succession takes place. The majority of writers correctly, | 
think, answer the question in the negative, because such treaties 
are in the main political.” Instances of treaties that do remain 
valid are then said by Dr. OPPENHEIM to be “treaties of the 
extinct State concerning boundary lines, repairing of main roads, 
navigation on rivers, and the like,” the rights and duties arising 
from such treaties devolving on the absorbing State. The 
interests of Great Britain in Korea are not large, the English 
population there being put at 153 persons only, but the abroga- 
tion of exterritoriality may possibly give rise to a difficulty about 
marriages. As now in Japan, a marriage celebrated locally must, 
in order to be valid, comply with local law. After the abroga- 
tion of exterritoriality in Japan, in 1899, some forty marriages 
were inadvertently celebrated in accordance with English law 
only, and were consequently invalid: see Marshall v. Marshall, 
apparently reported only in the 7imes of March 10th, 1908. 


Blackstone’s Place in Legal Literature. 

WE HAVE received a copy of a very interesting paper on 
3LACKSTONE by Mr. Hampton L. Carson, of the Philadelphia 
Bar. Its full title is “‘ The Genesis of Blackstone’s Commentaries 
and Their Place in Legal Literature,” and it was read before the 
Pennsylvania State Bar Association on the 29th of June last. 
Mr. CARSON is an enthusiast in the study of BLACKSTONE, and his 
audience had the opportunity of seeing his large collection of 
Blackstoniana, consisting of books, portraits, and original letters 
and documents, including the original of BLACKSTONE’s commis- 
sion as judge ; his patent of precedence as King’s Counsel ; two 
writs of summons to attend meetings of the Privy Council ; and 
a part of his notes for the third book of the Commentaries. 
The paper opens with a sketch of BLACKSTONE'S life ; and a letter 
written by him in 1745, when a law student in London, which is 
given in exrtenso, shews that he was then much exercised with the 
subtleties of LITTLETON. ‘‘ COKE,” he says, “ I have not yet ven- 
tured to attack, but have (according to Ch. J. REEVES’s plan) begun 
with LITTLETON only. ‘Two together would be too much for a 
Hercules, but I am in great hopes of managing them one after 
the other. I have stormed one book of LitTLETON, and opened 
my trenches before the second, and I can with pleasure 
say I have met with no difficulty of consequence.” Partly 
in London and partly in Oxford, as first Vinerian professor— 
the professorship was established in 1758 by VINER of the 
“ Abridgment”—he followed up the studies which enabled 
him to produce what may be described as the most famous 
work on English law. Specialization, of course, was not 
his province. The size of the Commentaries forbade that. And 
critics have had much to say as to the contents and the omissions 
of the Commentaries themselves. But the author who first gave 
a luminous account of, practically, the whole range of English 
law, and whose work, in its own sphere, still remains unrivalled, 
performed a task involving as much industry and far more 
ability than that of the specialist who confines himself to his 
own particular subject. The four volumes of the Commentaries 
appeared between 1765 and 1769. In 1770 BLACKSTONE was 
appointed a judge of the King’s Bench, but was shortly 
removed to the Common Pleas, and he died in 1780 at the age 
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of fifty-seven. Mr. Carson successfully defends his work 

inst the objections which have been familiar since BENTHAM 
frst launched them. Granted that English law was not the per- 
fect system that BLACKSTONE fondly imagined, yet it was a 
system with a great history behind it, and he gave it lucid 
expression before the hand of the reformer began to touch it. 
The work of reformation is still far from complete, and future 
students of the law will find perhaps as much fault with the law 
of to-day as the early nineteenth century reformers found with 
the law of BLACKSTONE. But amidst all changes BLACKSTONE’S 
work will remain as a worthy record of the law as it appeared 
before it was touched with the modern spirit. 


The Hypothetical Land Values. 

THE PUZZLES which are likely to arise under section 25 of the 
Finance Act, 1910, have been very clearly stated in a letter by 
“H. H.” to the Times of the 2nd inst. The curious nature of 
the definition of full site value in sub-section 2 is now matter of 
notoriety ; you start with gross value, which is the value of the 
unincumbered fee simple, or G.V., and you proceed next to 
ascertain the value which the land would realize if divested of 
buildings and timber—divested value, or D.V. You find the 
difference between this and gross value, and you then subtract 
this difference from gross value, and the result is full site value 
(F.S.V.). Thus—to take H. H.’s example—if G.V. is £2,100 
and D.V. is £100, the difference is £2,000, and this, subtracted 
from £2,100, gives £100 over again ; i.c., D.V. and F.S.V. are the 
same. The process, though futile, is at least clear so long as 
G.V. is greater than D.V., which will be the case where the 
land has on it valuable buildings or timber. But where build- 
ings are useless or dilapidated, it is possible that D.V. may be 
equal to or greater than G.V. If they are equal, there is no 
difference to deduct under sub-section 2, and the rule for ascer- 
taining F.S.V. fails. It may be said that in this case the full 
site value is the same as the gross value, but sub-section 2 does 
not so define it. It directs a deduction which cannot be made. 
In such a case the rule does not work, and it is not clear that the 
words “if any,” after “ difference,” make it work. Take next 
the case where the value is increased by removing the build- 
ings, so that D.V. is greater than G.V.; or—to use H. H.’s 
figures again—suppose G.V. to be £2,100 and D.V. £2,300. 
The difference is £200, and this must be deducted from £2,100 
to give F.S.V., so that F.S.V. is £1,900, or £400 less than D.V. ; 
whereas, upon any rational theory, full site value and divested 
value must be the same. The possibility of divested value being 
greater than gross value has been pointed out before, and in 
the memorandum of the Land Agents’ Society on the Act it is 
said that in such a case sub-section 2 must be read as directing 
deduction of the amount by which gross value exceeds divested 
value, instead of the difference between these values (p. 20). 
But the words of the sub-section cannot be altered in this 
manner. The sub-section speaks of the difference between two 
values, and to arrive at the difference you must subtract the less 
(whichever it is) from the greater. If the sub-section could be 
worked for all cases as an algebraical formula, of course the 
anomaly would not arise. G.V. and D.V. would always have 
the same places in the formula, and the result would always 
give F.S.V. as identical with D.V., which no doubt was in- 
tended ; and it can be arrived at in the above case by subtracting 
minus £200 from, that is, adding £200 to, £2,100. But Acts of 
Parliament cannot be interpreted as algebraical formule, and in 
the cases put by H. H., which are by no means unlikely to occur, 
the words of the statute appear to fail. The fancy values of 
section 25 will give a good deal of trouble unless an opportunity 
is taken of getting rid of them. 


Right of French Landlord to Distrain for Rent 
Payable in Advance. 


THE MAGISTRATES’ CouRT of the nineteenth arrondissement of 
the Department of the Seine, under the presidency of M. VIOLLAT, 
has recently determined a question upon the construction of 
article 819 of the Code of Civil Procedure—a question of much 
interest to landlords and tenants on the other side of the 
Channel. By article 819 it is enacted that the owners or persons 





receiving the rent of houses or agricultural estates either leased 
or occupied without a lease may, one day after formal demand and 
without an order from a judge, levy a distress upon the goods or 
crops on the respective premises for rent or hire which is due and 
in arrear. A landowner, M. NAYROLLES, in February last levied 
a distress upon the goods of his tenant in respect of a sum which 
represented the rent from the lst of January to the Ist of April, 
and which was by express stipulation in the contract of tenancy 
payable inadvance. The validity of this distress was vigorously 
disputed by the tenant. It was admitted that the rent was pay- 
able before the 1st of April, and the amount was tendered in 
court, but it was contended that article 819 only gave the 
right of distress for rent actually due, and not for a sum which 
is made payable before the time for which it is to be paid has 
elapsed. ‘The court overruled the objection, being clearly of 
opinion that the suggested distinction between rent due and rent 
payable was unfounded. The object of the stipulation for pay- 
ment in advance was that rent should be due on the first day of 
each period of three months, and should be distrainable for when 
the time specially fixed had elapsed. The distress was therefore 
warranted by the express terms of the code, and the landlord 
was entitled to judgment. Over a hundred years ago a similar 
decision was given in the English courts. In Buckley v. Taylor 
(2 T. R. 600), which came before the King’s Bench in 1788, it was 
argued that the right of distress only extended to rent which 
had become due in respect of the actual occupation of the tenant, 
but the court said that, although in general the landlord cannot 
distrain till the rent becomes due, yet if the agreement be other- 
wise there is no objection in point of law. It is clear, indeed, 
that the distress is not a contravention of the general principle, 
but a carrying out of it, for the rent is not in such cases dis- 
trained for before the time of payment has elapsed, although in 
consequence of special terms inserted in the lease the time of 
payment is accelerated and made to occur earlier than in ordinary 
cases. 


Income Bonds and Payments Out of Capital. 


IN THE CASE of Bury v. Famatina Development Corporation 
(Limited) (ante, p. 616) the House of Lords have affirmed the 
decision of the Court of Appeal (1909, 1 Ch. 754), who had 
reversed that of PARKER, J. The defendant company had in 
1904 raised a sum of £50,000 on the security of 5,000 bonds 
of £10 each, to be paid, together with a bonus of £25 on each 
bond, out of net profits ; but with an option for holders of the 
bonds to convert them into mortgage debentures of £100, with- 
out prejudice to their claim to bonus. Nearly all the bonds had 
been thus converted by 1908, but no payment had been made 
on account of bonus. In order to facilitate the raising of fresh 
capital, the company desired to get rid of this charge on income, 
and it was proposed to make an issue of 300,000 new £1 shares 
and to apply 100,000 of them by allotting twenty shares in dis- 
charge of each £255 due for bonus. PARKER, J., held that this 
could be done. The liability to pay the bonus was, in his 
opinion, a liability of the company which could be properly 
satisfied by the issue of capital. But the essence of an issue of 
capital is that it shall represent assets of the company, and when 
capital is issued in satisfaction of a liability, the liability must 
be one that is or has been represented in assets. The liability 
to pay bonus was not of this kind, and the scheme has been 
held to be ultra vires both by the Court of Appeal and the House 
of Lords. Shares so issued, said Lord MACNAGHTEN, would be 
issued without payment in money or in money’s worth. The 
payment of bonuses out of profits is not subject to the same con- 
sideration. When profits are earned, they belong, subject to 
the declaration of a dividend, to the shareholders, and, if the 
directors have power to raise money on them, creditors of the 
company are not affected. There is no obligation to retain them 
as assets of the company. Consequently, the bonus, although it 
might be payable out of net profits, could not by any machinery 
be turned into a capital liability, so as to enable it to be dis 
charged by the issue of paid-up shares. 





It is stated that ‘Mr. Justice Jelf is now able to go out of doors, 
and that he expects to be well enough to leave London in about a month. 
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Libel and Joint Tortfeasors. 


As part of the correspondence on the law of libel racently 
published in the 7imes, an able letter appears in the issue of the 
3rd of September from Mr. OpHAms, in which the subject is 
treated purely from the printer’s point of view. One complaint 
made in this letter is to the effect that an indemnity given by 
the proprietor of a newspaper to the printer, to cover any case 
of damages for libel being recovered from the printer by reason 
of matter published in the proprietor’s paper, is not ‘at present 
legally enforceable. Mr. ODHAMS admits that most newspaper 
proprietors do treat such an indemnity as enforceable, but he 
says that a claim by the printer under the indemnity can be 
successfully resisted by the proprietor under the doctrine which 
refuses to a joint tortfeasor any right to eontribution. This 
statement is professedly based on advice given to the writer by 
his lawyer friends, and he might have quoted the following 
from Odgers on Libel (p. 164): “. . . there is no contri- 
bution between tortfeasors. So that the proprietor of a paper 
sued jointly with his careless editor, or with the actual composer 
of the libel, cannot compel either of his co-defendants to recoup 
him the damages which he has been compelled to pay the 
plaintiff.” If this is correct, it will equally apply to the printer 
seeking contribution or indemnity from his proprietor. The 
passage, however, is based upon a case which is no authority for 
the proposition laid down, and it is by no means clear that 
the rule relating to joint tortfeasors would enable a proprietor 
to successfully resist his printer’s claim for indemnity. 

The only authority cited for the above statement in Odgers 
on Libel is the case of Colburn v. Patmore (1 Cr. M. & R. 73). 
In that case the plaintiff (the proprietor) had been proceeded 
against criminally, and had actually been convicted and fined 
for publishing the libel. He sued the defendant (his editor) for 
compensation, but his action failed on a technical ground relating 
to the averment in the declaration, and the plaintiffs right to 
recover from the defendant by way of contribution or indemnity 
on the merits of the case was not the subject of any decision. 
Lord Lynpuurst, C.B., said: “It is not necessary to give any 
opinion upon this point; but I may say that I entertain little 
doubt that a person who is declared by the law to be guilty of 
a crime cannot be allowed to recover damages against another 
who has participated in its commission.” This is hardly an 
authority for the above quoted statement about a proprietor 
“sued jointly with his careless editor.” 

The authority for the broad proposition that there is no 
contribution between tortfeasors is, of course, the leading case 
of Merryweather v. Nixan (8 T. R. 186). But in applying the prin- 
ciple to cases of printers and libel, its limitations appear to have 
been lost sight of. The case itself has often been said to be 
unsatisfactory, and in Adamson v. Jarvis (4 Bing., at p. 73) Best, 
C.J., observed that “the rule that wrongdoers cannot have redress 
or contribution against each other is confined to cases where the 
person seeking redress must be presumed to have known that he 
was doing an unlawful act.” Even in Merryweather v. Nixan Lord 
KENYON had said that the decision “would not affect cases of 
indemnity, where one man employed another to do acts, not 
unlawful in themselves, for the purpose of asserting a right.” 
The analogy of a sheriff, who has seized the wrong goods and 
seeks to recover from the judgment creditor the amount of 
damages which he has been compelled to pay in consequence of 
the wrongful seizure, illustrates the limitation of the rule laid 
down in Merryweather v. Nizan. Such a case was Collins v. Evans 
(5 Q. B, 820), where TinpaAt, C.J., in delivering the judgment 
of the Exchequer Chamber, said: ‘The declaration states that 
the judgment creditor pointed out the goods, and required the 
sheriff to take them. He made the sheriff his mandatory or 
agent for the purpose of taking the goods; and if the sheriff, 
acting innocently in obedience to that command, commits a 
trespass, there is no doubt but he, as any other individual in that 
position, whether sheriff or not, may recover over against his 
waster or principal the damages he has been obliged to pay in 
consequence of obeying such directions.” 

There are four quite modern cases in which reference has been 
made to the rule in Merryweather y. Nizan and its limitation as 





established by such cases as Adamson v. Jarvis (supra). Palmer 
v. Wick Steam Shipping Co. (1894, A. C. 318) was a Scottish 
appeal in the House of Lords, and it was held that the rule in 
Merryweather v. Nixan did not form part of the law of Scotland, 
But strong observations were made as to the inexpediency of 
extending the rule in English law. The Lord Chancellor (Lord 
HERSCHELL) said; “It does not appear to me to be founded 
on any principle of justice or equity, or even of public policy, 
which justifies its extension to the jurisprudence of other 
countries. There has certainly been a tendency to limit its 
application, even in England.” The second modern case was 
in Admiralty—The Englishman and The Australia (1895, P. 
212)—where Bruce, J., referred to the rule and its limitation, 
and said: “It was never decided in Merryweather v. Nizan 
that one wrongdoer could not sue another for contribution, 
but that the implied promise to indemnify did not arise from 
the mere fact of payment of the whole of the joint liability by 
one of several wrongdoers.” This suggests that the really 
doubtful question is only whether a right to indemnity is 
always implied, it being almost assumed that contribution could 
be recovered under an express contract of indemnity. 

The next case in which Merryweather v. Nixan was cited is 
Burrows v. Rhodes (1899, 1 Q. B. 816), decided by a Divisional 
Court. It was held that where what turned out to be a criminal 
offence was actually committed by the plaintiff, though innocently 
and by reason of the fraudulent misrepresentation of the 
defendant, the plaintiff was entitled to recover from the 
defendant the amount of damages sustained by the plaintiff 
through committing the offence. This would seem to indicate 
that little short of a criminal offence would be sufficient to pre- 
vent one tortfeasor recovering contribution from another. The 
last case to be noticed is Morham v: Grant (1900, 1 Q. B. 88), 
where the Court of Appeal held that directors of a company were 
entitled to indemnity from the shareholders in respect of moneys 
illegally distributed to the latter. CoL.tys, L.J., referring to Merry- 
weather v. Nixan, quoted Lord DENMAN in Betts v. Gibbins (2 A. 
& E., at p. 74) as saying: “The general rule is that between 
wrongdoers there is neither indemnity nor contribution: the 
exception is, where the act is not clearly illegal in itself.” There 
being here no fraudulent conduct, the parties to the transaction 
were not to be considered as “ joint tortfeasors.” 

The general principle to be extracted from these cases would 
seem to be that, in the absence of actual wrongdoing—in the 
sense of malice or fraud—the mere fact that a printer lays him- 
self open to ar action for libel, and pays damages therefor, will 
not prevent his succeeding in recovering over against the pro- 
prietor of the paper under an express contract of indemnity, 
possibly even where there is no express indemnity. At all 
events, it cannot be said to be settled law that a proprietor’s 
express indemnity to his printer against damages in libel actions 
is worthless and unenforceable. 








Reviews. 


Costs. 


Costs oN THE HicgH Court ScaLe: BEING APPENDIX N TO THE 
RULES OF THE SUPREME Court, 1883, WITH PractTicaL NOTES, 
AN ANALYTICAL INDEX, AND AN ExTENDED TABLE oF Cases. By 
Grorce ANTHONY Kinc, a Master of the Supreme Court. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

This is a book of some 200 pages, accurately enough described in 
the title, and consisting mainly of the 204 items of Appendix N 
numbered as in the Annual Practice, with a commentary thereon. 
The author says in the preface: “ This little book forms a section 
of a larger work on costs upon which the writer has been engaged 
for some years. It is issued separately, partly to elicit criticism. 
The work “is designedly cast in the form of a commentary on the 
scale of costs, rather than in the form of precedents of bills,” and we 
think that both principle of construction and method of execution 
are excellent. There is a short but interesting introduction explain- 
ing the genesis of Appendix N and the difference between the lower 
and higher scales. he “Extended Tables of Cases” consists of & 
table of the cases cited, with a brief note of the effect of each case, 
and should be found of great service. We do not remember ever 
having seen this plan adopted. 
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Coming now to the body of the book, the notes appended to each 
numbered item of the statutory scale amply justify the scheme of 

iving a commentary on the scale itself, rather than alternative items. 
Material for constructing actual bills of costs is ready to hand in 
the notes. In some cases the commentary is very lengthy. For 
instance, under item 159 (relating to attendances on counsel with 
papers) the notes on the subject of allowance of fees to counsel cover 
more than thirty pages. In many cases the notes on a particular 
item run to two or three pages. When Master King’s promised 
“larger work on costs” does come out it should afford a first-rate 
example of the results of official leisure well employed by one who 
thoroughly understands the subject he is writing of. Meanwhile, 
practitioners will do well to avail themselves of the present instal- 
ment. Detailed criticism, to be useful, would have to be the out- 
come of actual use of the book in practice. The preface, however, 
does suggest one literary criticism—“ black swans” are not now so 
very uncommon ! 

Books of the Week. 

Magisterial Forms.—Oke’s Magisterial Formulist : being a 
Collection of Forms and Precedents for Practical Use in all Cases Out 
of Quarter Sessions, and in Parochial Matters, by Magistrates, their 
Clerks, Solicitors and Constables. Ninth Edition. By Percy THomas 
BakER, M.A.(Oxon.), Solicitor. With a Section on Indictable Offences. 
By H. A. Reap. Butterworth & Co. 

Evidence.—Powell’s Principles and Practice of the Law of 
Evidence. Ninth Edition. Rewritten and rearranged by W. BLAKE 
Opeers, M.A., LL.D., K.C. Butterworth & Co. 

Land and Mineral Taxes.—The Land and Mineral Taxes 
of the Finance(1909-10) Act, 1910,Annotated, Discussed and Explained. 
3y D. Owen Evans and Wirrrim A. Barton, B.A. (Oxon.), 
Barristers-at-Law. With a Chapter on Practical Valuation. By 
H. J. TREADWELL, F.S.I1. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Friendly Societies.—The Law relating to Friendly Societies 
and Industrial and Provident Societies. By FRANK BADEN FULLER, 
Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Companies.—The Joint Stock Companies Practical Guide, 
with the Text of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. By 
Henry Hurrett and CLarenpon G. Hynes, Barristers-at-Law. 
With Notes on the Law relating to English Companies in France. 
By Maurice Tuéry, Barrister-at-Law. Tenth Edition. Waterlow 
& Sons (Limited). 

National and Local Finance.—National and _ Local 
Finance: a Review of the Relations between the Central and Local 
Authorities in England, France, Belgium, and Prussia during the 
Nineteenth Century. By J. Watson Grice, B.Sc. (Econ.) (London). 
With a Preface by Sipney Wess, LL.B. P.S. King & Son. 

Sanitary Law.—Sanitary Law in Question and Answer, for 
the Use of Students of Public Health. By Cares Porter, M.D., 
B.Sc., M.R C.P. (Ed.), Barrister-at-Law. Longmans, Green, & Co. 

Costs.—A.B.C. Guide to Costs in Conveyancing and General 
Business, and in the Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions of the 
High Court of Justice. By C. W. Scorr and A. W. Porter, Supreme 
Court Taxing Office. Second Edition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


The Finance Act, 1910.—The Finance (1909-10) Act, 
1910 (10 Edw. 7, c. 8): “The Budget,” with Full Notes on the 


Land Taxes, Licence Duties, Death Duties, and other Duties, and an 
Introduction. By W. H, Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. 
Second Edition. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Sounty Courts.—Administration Orders by the County Court : 
A Practical Guide for Debtor and Creditor. By Harry Lwpey, an 
Officer of the Luton County Court. Eftingham Wilson. 

The American Law Review. Bi-monthly, July-August, 1910. 
Editor, Joun D. Lawson, LL.D. Reeves & Turner. 








Correspondence. 


The Reversion Duty. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir,—_The following is one example of the way in which the Finance 
Act is stopping business. A client of ours is the ground landlord of 
premises let for a term having about sixty years to run at an annual 
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a new term of ninety-nine years at an annual rent of £50, being an 
increase of £10 upon the rent of the old lease. 

Reversion duty is claimed by the authorities under section 13 of 
the Act upon the value of the land and buildings at the date of the 
surrender, less the value at the time when the original lease was 
granted, which, for the sake of argument, we will put at £4,000, the 
only allowance being that under section 14 of 24 per cent. upon the 
duty for every year of the original term of the lease unexpired, not 
exceeding £50 per cent. of the duty. The duty therefore works out 
approximately : 


10 per cent. on £4,000 on £400 
Less allowance under section 14 200 
Duty payable ... ea ‘ £200 


The result is that, instead of the Inland Revenue taking 10 per cent. 
upon the actual benefit accruing to the lessor, they appear to be 
entitled to the whole of the benefit accruing to the lessor in this 
case. 

The result will be that the proposed renewal will fall through, and 
the Revenue will not only receive no reversion duty, but will lose the 
stamp duties upon the surrender and new lease.—- Yours, &e., 

SHUTE & SWINson, 

84, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, Sept. 6. 


Infant Patentees. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—In the course of my practice as a patent agent, | was in- 
structed to apply for patents recently on behalf of infants who did 
not disclose their infancy until after the patent was applied for. 
Having regard to the Patents and Designs Act. 1907, s. 83—in 
which it is enacted that if any person, by reason of infancy, lunacy, 
or other disability is incapable of making any declaration required 
under the Act, his guardian may make such declaration on his 
behalf--I wrote to the Comptroller of Patents, inquiring whether 
he requires an infant to be represented by his guardian in making 
an application for a patent, accompanied by the requisite declaration 
by the applicant that he is the true and first inventor, and, if so, 
whether the comptroller issues a form of application for that pur- 
pose. In reply, the comptroller informs me that he is not aware of 
any reason why applications for patents, designs or trade-marks 
may not be made by an infant without reference to his guardian, and 
that there is no form of application for use by an infant only. 

ReGinaLp W. BARKER, 
Vulcan House, 56, Ludgate-hill, London, E.C. 


Points to be Noted. 


Common Law. 


Execution--Wrongful Sejzure—Absence of Malice--Trespass. — 
Where a solicitor sued out a writ of fi. fa. upon a judgment debt due 
to his client, and thereupon levied execution, and neither the solicitor 
nor his client knew that the debt had in fact been properly paid 
before the writ was sued out, they were both held liable in trespass, 
though in the absence of malice they were not liable in an action on 
the case for improperly levying execution.—CLIssoLp v. CRATCHLEY 
(U.A., April 14) (54 Soricrrors’ JoURNAL, 442 ; 1910, 2 K. B. 244). 


Distress--Hire-purchase Agreement.—CGoods “ comprised in any 
bill of sale, hire-purchase agreement, or settlement made by ” a tenant 
whose rent is in arrear are excepted, by section 4 of the Law of Distress 
Amendment Act, 1908, from the protection against distress given by 
sections 1 and 2 of that Act to the goods of under-tenants and other 
persons not being tenants. Under this clause not only settlements, 
but also bills of sale and hire-purchase agreements, mus’ in order 
to except from the immunity from distress the good: iprised in 
them, be “made by” the defaulting tenant.—-SHENSTONE & Co. v., 
FREEMAN (Div. Ct., April 15) (54 Soticrrors’ JouURNAL, 477; 1910, 
2K. B. 84). 


Common Carrier--Dangerous Goods.—The delivery of dangerous 
goods to a common carrier under the description of “ general cargo, 
where the consignor knew what his goods were but not that they 
were dangerous, and the carrier did not know even what the goods 
were, was held to render the consignor liable in damages for 





rent of about £40, the rateable value of the premises being about | 


£350. 

The lessees wish to surrender their lease and take a new one for 
the full term of ninety-nine years, and the lessor’s surveyors arranged 
that the old lease should be surrendered and a new lease granted for 





consequent injury to the carrier. According to Vaughan Williams, 
L.J., the consignor need only give the carrier all the information he 
has (in this case, by specifying the nature of the goods); but 
according to Fletcher Moulton and Farwell, L.JJ., he is responsible 
for notifying the carrier that they are dangerous unless the carrier 
knows or ought to know it.—BAMFIELD v. GOOLE AND SHEFFIELD 
Transport Co. (LimiTep) (C.A., May 10) (1910, 2 K. B. 94). 
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Workmen's Compensation—Claim--Specific Sum.--There is no 
obligation on a workman making a claim for compensation under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, to specify any sum as com- 
pensation.—THompson v. Gooip & Co. (H.L., June 9) (54 SoLicitors 
JOURNAL, 599; 1910, A. C. 409). 


Money lender—‘ Carry on Business’’--Registered Address.— 
The Money-lenders Act, 1900, s. 2 (1) (b), provides that a money- 
lender “shall carry on the money-lending business . . at his 
registered address or addresses, and at no other address.” This does 
not require him to carry out every stage or incident of a money- 
lending transaction at his registered address, The Act does not 
prevent, for instance, the advance of the money and the taking of 
the security at the borrower’s house. The decision of the Court of 
Appeal on this point (noted in this column at p. 132 of this volume) 
is reversed.—Kirkwoop v. Gapp (H,L., June 10) (54 Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 599 ; 1910, A, C, 422). 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


CRISP ». HOLDEN. 3ist Aug. 
SERVICE DETERMINATION NON-PROVIDED SCHOOL 
Loca, Epucation AuTHoRITY—DIsSMISSAL OF TEACHER 
Epucation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7. c. 42), s. 7. 


CONTRACT OF 
MANAGERS 
INJUNCTION 


The manage re of anon provide d public ele m6 ntary S¢ hool passed a 
resolution to terminate the head master’s agreement with them, and 
sent him three months’ notice in writing; but there was considerable 
doubt whether the notice was valid, and, if it was valid, whether it 
require d the consent of the local education authority. 

Held, that notwithstanding Davis v. Foreman (43 W. R. 168; 1894, 
3 Ch. 654) and similar cases the court had power to grant an interim 
injunction against the managers. 

Young v. Cuthbert (54 W. 2. 296; 1906, 1 Ch. 451) applied. 


This was a motion by the head master of the boys’ school attached 
to the church of St. Paul, Portman-square, for an injunction to restrain 
the managers of the school from dismissing or purporting to dismiss 
him from his office until his engagement should have been duly and 
lawfully determined according to the memorandum of agreement dated 
the 8th of January, 1909, and made between the parties and pursuant 
to the statute 2 Ed. 7, c. 42, s. 7. The school in question was a non 
provided public elementary school under the Act. By the memorandum 
of agreement (which was in fact made between the managers of the 
first part, the London County Council as the local education authority 
of the second part, and the applicant of the third part) the applicant 
was appointed to serve as principal teacher in the school from the Ist 
of May, 1897, and ‘‘ to teach the scholars and conduct the school in 
accordance with the requirements of the Board of Education, and in 
accordance with the directions given from time to time by the 
managers ’’; and by clause 7 it was provided that the agreement might 
be determined by either the managers or the teacher after three calendar 
months’ notice in writing, but that it should not be determined by the 
managers without reasonable cause, such cause to be stated to the 
teacher in writing, and also that such notice, except when given on 
grounds connected with the giving of religious instruction in the school. 
should not be valid without the consent of the local education authority. 
Section 7 of the Education Act, 1902, gives the managers of non pro 
vided schools the ‘‘exclusive power’’ of dismissing teachers, subject 
(in effect) to the power of the local education authority to withhold 
rate aid to a school unless the right of the authority to veto any 
dismissal, on secular grounds, of a teacher is recognised. On the 8th 
of June, 1910, the respondent managers passed a resolution terminating 
the agreement for reasons, partly connected with the giving of religious 
instruction in the school and partly secular, which were set out in a 
letter of the 3rd of June from the correspondent of the managers to the 
applicant ; and on the 10th of June the applicant received three months’ 
notice in writing from the correspondent ‘‘for reasons already stated 
in my letter of June 2nd.””. The London County Council did not 
consent to the notice. On the 4th of August the applicant issued 
a writ, and on the 5th a notice of motion, in identical terms; and 
shortly before the hearing of the motion he returned to his duties as 
head master. At the hearing the respondents relied on Davis v. 
Foreman (43 W. R. 168; 1894, 3 Ch. 654); Whitwood Chemical Co 
v. Hardman (39 W. R., at p. 434; 1891, 2 Ch., at pp. 426-427); and 
Kirchner & Co. v. Gruban (53 Soricrrors’ Journat, 151; 1909, 1 Ch. 
413). 

Evans, P., while holding that there was serious doubt as to whether 
the notice of dismissal was valid, said in the course of his judgment : 
This is an important case, and I have heard it at length, though my 
decision is not in any gense final. For the purposes of to-day I hold 
that I have jurisdiction to grant an injunction. I was impressed by 
what Mr. Grant said ( 
be acting against the principle that the court cannot decree specific 
performance of a contract of personal service if I were to grant an 
injunction. But the managers have only partial control of the teacher. 
They have the appointment and the dismissal of the teacher, but not 
without the sanction of the local education authority. The control is 


that this is a contract of service, and it would | 





partly in the managers and partly in the local education authority. Tho 
balance of convenience—assuming, as I do, that I have jurisdiction— 
is in favour of maintaining the status quo until the validity of the 
notice has been tried; for I have the right, as Buckley, J. (as he then 
was), held in Young v. Cuthbert (54 W. R. 296; 1906, 1 Ch. 451), to 
restrain the managers from acting on the notice that they have given, 
That is the foundation of that action. Buckley, J., did not in the 
event grant an injunction; but it was never suggested in the course 
of the trial that he could not. On these grounds, and on the under. 
taking given by Mr. Bramwell Davis (to the effect that the applicant 
will carry out the wishes of the managers in regard to religious jn- 
struction), I will grant an injunction until trial or further order in the 
terms of the notice of motion.—CounseL, Bramwell Davis, K.C., Organ, 
and Arnold Baker; A. Grant, K.C., and H. Church. Sottcrrors, 
Baker & Nairne; Church, Rackham, & Co. 
(Reported by H, F. CHETTLE, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


The County Court Rules, rgro. 
(Continued from p. 775.) 
OrpEeR XXV. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 
14. The following paragraph shall be added to Order XXV., Rule 11, 


viz. :— 

If leave to enter a plaint under this Rule is required under section 74 
of the Act, the Court may grant such leave without requiring an 
affidavit under Order V., Rule 13; and in that case the order shall state 
that leave is so granted, and a copy of the Order shall be annexed to 
the summons and served therewith. 

15. The following paragraph shall be added to Order XXV., Rule 14, 
viz. :— 

If leave to enter a plaint under this Rule is required under section 74 
of the Act, the Court may grant such leave without requiring an affidavit 
under Order V., Rule 13; and in that case the Order shall state that 
leave is so granted, and a copy of the Order shall be annexed to the 
summons and served therewith. 

16. Withdrawal of execution by execution creditor.| Where an execu- 
tion creditor requests the high bailiff to withdraw from possession, then, 
unless such withdrawal is requested in pursuance of an arrangement 
made between the execution creditor and the execution debtor, and 
communicated to the high bailiff, that the high bailiff shall be at liberty 
to re-enter, the execution creditor shall be deemed to have abandoned 
the execution, and the high bailiff shall return the warrant as withdrawn 
by order of the execution creditor, and the execution creditor shall not 
be entitled to require the same to be re-issued; but nothing in this 
Rule shall prejudice any right of the execution creditor to apply for a 
fresh warrant to be issued. 

17. Rule 1 of the County Court Rules, 1909 (No. 2), which is numbered 
in the margin as Order XXV., Rule 24a, shall be numbered, and may 
be cited as Order XXV., Rule 24d. 


Orpver XXVII. 
INTERPLEADER. 








18. The following paragraph shall be added to Rule 13 of Order 
XXVII., viz. :- 

(2.) An Order for sale under this Rule shall be according to the form 
in the Appendix, with such modifications as may be necessary, and 
as the judge shall direct. 

Orper LIITI. 
Costs AND ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 


The words ‘‘ or for any certificate under section one hundred and 
nineteen of the Act,’’ in Rule 7 of Order LIII., and Rule 9 of the said 
Order, are hereby annulled, and the following Rule shall stand in lieu 
thereof, viz. :— 

19. Judge’s certificate for costs.|—(1.) An application for a certificate 
under section one hundred and nineteen of the Act [51 & 52 Vict. c. 43] 
shall be made at or immediately after the trial or hearing ; and Rule 7 
of this Order shall apply to any such application. 

(2.) Where the plaintiff accepts money paid into court in satisfac 
tion of his claim, or where the plaintiff gives notice of discontinuance, 
or an action is struck out on default of appearance by the plaintiff, cr 
the defendant admits the claim or consents to judgment, an application 
for a certificate under section one hundred and nineteen of the Act may 
be made on notice in writing in accordance with the rules as to inter 
locutory applications, and shall state the grounds on which the applica- 
tion is made. 

(3.) Where the judge certifies under the said section and this Rule the 
certificate shall be entered at the end of the minutes of the court of 
the day on which it is given, and shall be signed by the judge. 

20. The words ‘‘ and disbursements ”’ shall be inserted in Rule 35 of 
Order LIII., after the words ‘ professional charges.”’ 


Orver LIV. 
GENERAL PROVISIONS. 





21. Supply of forms.] The registrar of any court may apply to the 
Treasury for any of the forms required to be used in proceedings in 
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court, notwithstanding that such forms are marked in the Appendix as 
‘not to be printed,”’ and if such application is granted may obtain such 
forms and supply the same without charge for the use of parties to such 
proceedings. 
APPENDIX. 
63 instead of 63. . 
OrverR IX., Rule 1. 
[Not to be printed.] 
Notice of Discontinuance of Action or Withdrawal of Part of Claim. 
Take Notice, that I shall not proceed further in this action, and that 
I hereby withdraw from the same [add, if so, as against the defendant 
C.D.]. 
[or Take Norice, that I hereby withdraw so much of my claim in this 
action as relates to [specify the claim which is withdrawn, and add, 
if so, as against the defendant C.D.]. 


Dated this day of 


: Plaintiff. 

To the Registrar, and 

to the Defendant [naming him]. 

64 instead of 64. 
Orper IX., Rule 1. 
Judgment for Costs against Plaintiff on Discontinuance of Action or 
Withdrawal of Part of Claim. 

The plaintiff having by a notice in writing dated the day 
of : wholly discontinued this action [or withdrawn his 
claim in this action for—or withdrawn so much of his claim in this 
action as relates to—or as the case may be] 


[add, if so, as against the defendant, C.D. , 
It is this day adjudged that the defendant [or the said defendant 
C.D. ] do recover against the plaintiff the 
sum of £ for costs: 


And it is ordered that the plaintiff do pay the said sum of £ 


to the Registrar of this Court forthwith [or on the day of 
] [er by instalments of for every 
days, the first instalment to be paid on the day of 
me 
Dated this day of é 


Registrar. 
212a. 
Orpen XXVII., Rule 13 (2). 


Order for Sale of Goods taken in Execution, but claimed by a Claimant 
as Security for a Debt. 


[Heading as in Action, or if Interpleader Summons issued, Heading 
as in Summons, | 

Upon the application of , and upon hearing , 
and the execution creditor undertaking to secure any persons entitled tc 
priority over him against any loss by reason of the sale hereinafter 
directed : 

It is ordered that the high bailiff do proceed to sell enough of the 
goods seized under the warrant of execution issued in this action to 
satisfy 

(1) the expenses of and incident to the sale; 

(2) the rent (if any) duly claimed by the landlord of the premises 
on which the goods were seized ; 

(3) the taxes (if any) charged upon the execution debtor, and in 
arrear or payable for the year in which the goods were seized, 
not exceeding the taxes for one year ; 

(4) the claim of the claimant #.F., including his costs of this 
application, to be taxed by the registrar; 

(5) the costs of the high bailiff in relation to the execution in this 
action ; and 

(6) the claim of the execution creditor in this action, including his 
costs of this application, to be taxed by the registrar ; 

And it is further ordered that the high bailiff do, after deducting the 
expenses of and incident to the sale, pay the rent and taxes claimed 
and charged as above mentioned, and do pay ‘the balance of the 
proceeds of sale into court, and that the registrar do apply such balance 
in payment of the various sums herein mentioned in the order herein 
mentioned, and that the ultimate balance (if any) of such proceeds be 
paid to the execution debtor : 

But if the proceeds of sale shall be insufficient to pay any of the 
sums herein directed to be paid in priority to the claim of the execu- 
tion creditor, then it is ordered that the execution creditor do pay so 
much of the said sums as such proceeds shall be insufficient to pay to 
the several parties entitled thereto respectively : 

And any of the parties are to be at liberty to apply to the court as 
they may be advised. 

We, William Lucius Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being Judges of County 
Courts appointed to frame Rules and Orders for regulating the prac- 
tice of the courts and forms of proceedings therein, having by virtue 
of the powers vested in us in this behalf framed the foregoing Rules 





and Orders, do hereby certify the same under our hands and submit 
them to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 
Ws. L. Sere. 
Wma. C. Smyty. 
R. Wooprat. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. Tinpat ATKINSON 
Approved, 
Loresurn, C. 
ALVERSTONE, C.J. 
Hersert H. Cozens-Harpy, M.R. 
R. J. PARKER, J. 
P. Oapen LAWRENCE. 
Won. J. C. WIntTERBOTHAM. 
C. H. Morron. 


I allow these Rules, which shall come into force on the 24th day 
of September, 1910. 


The 26th day of July, 1910. 
Loresurn, C. 


High Court of Justice. 


LONG VACATION, 1910. 
NOTICE. 


During the remainder of the vacation all applications ‘‘ which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to the 
Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton. 

Court Bustness.—The Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton will, until further 
notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal Courts of Justice, 
at 11 a.m. on the following days, Wednesdays, 7th, 14th, and 21st 
September, Tuesday, 27th September, and Monday, 3rd October, for 
the purpose of hearing such applications of the above nature as, accord- 
ing to the practice in the Chancery Division, are usually heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the judge’s paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires 
to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, 
is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to judges’ papers), are to be left 
with the cause clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office, 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock two days previous 
to the day on which the application is intended to be made. When 
the cause clerk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, 
under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation 
Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either case so as to be 
received by the time aforesaid. 

Urcent MATTERS WHEN JUDGE NOT PRESENT IN CouRT OR CHAMBERS. 
—Application may be made in any case of urgency, to the judge, per- 
sonally (if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the 
brief of counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the applica 
tion, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by 
counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and 
also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the papers, 
addressed as follows :—‘‘ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 
in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Royal Courts of Justice, 
London, W.C.”’ 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy 
of the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be «ent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The address of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation Judge 
can be obtained on application at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, 

Cuancery CHAMBER Bustness.—The Ghambers of Justices Warring- 
ton and Parker will be open for vacation business on Tuesday, Wednes 
day, Thursday and Friday in each week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. 

Krina’s Bencn CHAmBer Bustness.—The Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton 
will, until further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s Bench business 
in Judge’s Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. on the fol- 
lowing days :—Tuesdays, the 6th, 13th and 20th September, Wednes- 
day, the 28th September, Friday, the 7th October, and other days if 
necessary. 

PRropate AND Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, 
at the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during 
the vacation at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted). 

Motions will be heard by the Registrar on Wednesdays, the 14th and 
28th of September, at the Principal Probate Registry, at 12.30. 

Decrees will be made absolute on Wednesdays, the 7th and 21st, and 
Tuesday, the 27th of September. 

All papers for motigns and for making decrees absolute are to be left 
at the Contentious Department, Somerset House, before 2 o’clock on 
the preceding Friday. 

The offices of the Probate and Divorce Registries will be opened at 
11 and closed at 3 o’clock, except on Saturdays, when the offices will 
be opened at 10 and closed at 1 o’clock. 

Jupcr’s Pavers ror Use 1n Court.—-Chancery Division.—The fol- 
lowing papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136. 
Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o'clock, two days previous to 
the day on which the application to the Judge is intended to be made :— 

1. Counsel’s certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted by 
the Judge. 
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2. Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and any | who will lecture on its history, from its foundation in 1131, the build- 


other documents showing the nature of the application. 

3. Two copies of notice of motion. 

4. Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if 
any). 

N.B.—Solicitors are requested when the application has been disposed 
of to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return of 
their papers. 





The Annual Provincial Meeting of 
the Law Society. 


The following is the detailed programme issued by the Bristol In 
corporated Law Society of the annual provincial meeting of the Law 
Society to be held at. Bristol on Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, and 
Thursday, the 26th, 27th, 28th, and 29th of September, 1910 : 

Monpay, 26rH SepremBer.—Arrival in Bristol. The inquiry office 
will be open from 2 p.m. to 5 p.m. at the University, Tyndall’s Park, 
for the registration of addresses, selection of works, &c., to be visited 
on Tuesday and Wednesday. 9.0 p.m. : Reception of the President and 
members of the Law Society and the ladies accompanying them, and 
Conversazione, on the invitation of the Lord Mayor of Bristol (Mr. 
C. A. Hayes) and the Lady Mayoress, at the Bristol Art Gallery, Queen’s 
Road, Clifton. Carriages may be ordered at 11 p.m. 

Turspay, 277TH SeptemBer.—10.30 a.m. : The University, Tyndall’s 
Park. Members attending the meeting will be welcomed to the city 
by the Lord Mayor, after which the President of the Law Society (Mr. 
H. J. Johnson) will deliver an address. This will be followed by the read- 
ing and discussion of papers. 1.30 p.m. : Adjournment for lunch, which 
will be provided by the Bristol Law Society in the Victoria Rooms. 
Tickets must be obtained at the inquiry office between the hours of 
10 and 12 o’clock. 2.30 p.m. : The reading and discussion of papers will 


be resumed. Arrangements have been made for enabling members to 
visit churches, manufactories and places of interest during the 
afternoon of this and the following day. It is requested that 


members wishing to visit such manufactories will obtain tickets 
at the inquiry office not later than the morning of the day 
of the proposed visit, and will state which place they prefer to 
visit. 4.30 p.m.: This day’s business will end. 7.15 p.m. for 7.30 
p.m. : Members will dine together in the Victoria Rooms. The chair 
will be taken by Mr. Charles Edward Barry, the president of the 
Bristol Law Society. Dinner tickets, 25s. each (inclusive of wine), 
must be obtained from the hon. secretaries on or before the Ist of 
September, and a cheque for the ticket should be sent with the appli- 
cation. Any member who, after taking a dinner ticket, may find that 
he is unable to attend may have the money returned, provided he gives 
notice to the hon. secretaries on or before the 20th September. 

WEDNESDAY, 28TH SepremBeR.—10.0 a.m. : The University, Tyndall’s 
Park. Annual meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 
11.0 a.m. : The reading and discussion of papers will be continued. 
1.30 p.m. : Adjournment for lunch, which will be provided by the 
Bristol Law Society in the Victoria Rooms. Tickets must be obtained 
at the inquiry office between 10 and 12 o’clock. 2.30 p.m. : The reading 
and discussion of papers will be resumed. 4.30 p.m. : Close of the business 
of the meeting. 9.0 p.m. : Reception and madrigal concert, on the 
invitation of the Bristol Law Society, at the Victoria Rooms. The 
guests will be received from 9.0 to 9.15 by the President of the Bristol 
Incorporated Law Society and Mrs. C. E. Barry, and the senior Vice 
President and Mrs. H. G. Vassall. During the evening there will be a 
madrigal concert given by the Bristol Madrigal Society, when the 
programme will be much the same as that given when the society had 
the honour of performing before his late Majesty King Edward VII., 
on his visit to Bristol in 1908. Carriages may be ordered at 11.15 p.m. 

Tuurspay, 29TH Septemper.—The Bristol Law Society have arranged 
three alternative excursions. Members wishing to join either of them 
are requested to fill up the appropriate form and return it to the hon. 
secretaries on or before the 1st of September. All excursions are avail 
able to members of the Law Society and ladies accompanying them and 
to Bristol solicitors who have subscribed to the Reception Fund, but 
no member can have more than one lady’s ticket. Those who have 
previously filled up the appropriate form and returned it to the hon. 
secretaries on or before the Ist of September can obtain railway and 
lunch tickets at the inquiry office on Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
27th and 28th September, between 10 a.m. and 4.30 p.m. Early 
applications for the excursion decided on is advised, as it will be im- 
possible to accommodate more than a certain number on each excursion, 
and preference and choice will be given to early applicants. 

Excursion No. 1.—To Chepstow and Tintern.—A special train will 
leave Bristol (Temple Meads) at 10 a.m. (stopping at Stapleton Road to 
pick up passengers from Clifton Down), and will arrive at Chepstow 
at 11.3 a.m. Members will walk through the town via the Town Gate 
and the Welsh Street to the Castle, over which Mr. James G. Wood, 
F.S.A., Barrister-at-Law, Lincoln’s Inn, has kindly consented to con- 
duct the party, lecturing at various points on the history of the castle. 
The ancient Norman church will also be visited. Luncheon at 1 o’clock 
at the Beaufort Arms, Chepstow, on the invitation of the Monmouth- 
shire Law Society. The chair will be taken by Mr. Horace Lyne, the 
president of that society. After lunch the special train will leave 
Chepstow at 2.30 p.m., arriving at Tintern at 2.45 p.m. Tintern 
Abbey will then be visited, again under the guidance of Mr. Wood, 


ing of the present church in 1287, to the Dissolution. The recent 
excavations of the infirmary and secular buildings will also be visited. 
| It is proposed to arrange for a limited number to drive from Chepstow 
| to Tintern via Piercefield Park (by permission of Mr. Henry Clay) 
and the Wyndcliff. Those desiring to avail themselves of this oppor. 
tunity must give at least one week’s previous notice to the hon. 
secretaries. It will necessitate walking over the Wyndcliff. srakes 
will leave Chepstow at 2 p.m. Tea, on the invitation of the Bristol 
Law Society, will be served at The Anchor, Tintern, and the special 
train will leave at 5.40 p.m., arriving at Bristol at 6.41 p.m. 

Excursion No. 2.—To Wells and Glastonbury.—A special train will 
leave Bristol (Temple Meads) at 9.50 p.m. for Wells, which will be 
reached at 10.55 a.m. The train will stop at Cheddar (10.35 a.m.) to 
set down any who may wish to visit the famous Cheddar Gorge and 
Caves; and members doing this may proceed to Wells by the ordinary 
train leaving Cheddar at 12.30 p.m., due at Wells at 12.53 p.m. On 
the arrival of the special train at Wells members will proceed to the 
cathedral, over which the Rev. Chancellor T. Scott-Holmes, B.D., has 
kindly promised to conduct the party. The Bishop of Bath and Wells 
has very kindly accorded permission to members to visit the Palace 
grounds, crypt and chapel. Visitors will be entertained at luncheon 
by the Somerset Law Society (established 1796), at the Guildhall, 
Wells, at 1 p.m. The chair will be taken by the President of the 
Somerset Law Society (Mr. S. F. Goodall). The special train will 
leave Wells at 2.20 p.m. for Glastonbury, arriving there at 2.30 p.m. 
Here the visitors will be conducted over the world-renowned Abbey 
by Mr. F. Bligh Bond, F.R.I.B.A. The site and ruins of this famous 
monastery were acquired by purchase from Mr. Stanley Austin, a 
Glastonbury solicitor, in 1908, and are now vested in the Lord Bishop 
of Bath and Wells and other as trustees to preserve the precincts and 
the ruins for ever in the hands of the Church of England. Two other 
buildings in Glastonbury are certain to attract the attention of the 
visitors on their way to or from the Abbey ruins. The George Hotel 
or Pilgrim’s Inn, in the High Street, offers us the remnants of a good 
specimen of perpendicular domestic architecture. It was built by 
Abbot John Selwood (1456-1493) as a town guest-house for pilgrims 
or visitors to the Abbey. The front is richly panelled and traceried, 
and over the gateway are the arms of the Abbey and those of 
Edward IV. The Tribunal (now used as solicitors’ offices) is an ancient 
building, also in the High Street, erected by Abbot Beere (before 
1517). Here the judicial courts of the abbots connected with the lord 
ship of the Glastonbury xii hides were held. Tea will be served at 
Glastonbury on the invitation of the Bristol Law Society, and the 
special train will leave at 5.20 p.m., arriving at Bristol at 7.0 p.m 

Excursion No. 3.—To Gloucester.—Members will leave by the 
ordinary express train via Midland Railway from Bristol (Temple 
Meads) at 10.45 a.m., arriving at Gloucester 11.30 a.m. The works of 
the Gloucester Railway Carriage and Wagon Co., Ltd., will be visited 
in the morning, and luncheon, on the invitation of the Gloucestershire 
and Wiltshire Incorporated Law Society, will be served at 1.15 p.m., 
at The Guildhall, Gloucester. The chair will be taken by Mr. Robert 
Ellett, president of that society, supported by the Mayor of Glouceste1 
(Mr. Frederick Hannam-Clark), a member of the society. At 2.30 p.m. 
visitors will be conducted over the Cathedral, and the return to 
Bristol will be by ordinary train leaving Gloucester at 4.35, 5.5, or 
5.25 p.m., arriving at Bristol at 5.25, 5.58, and 7.5 p.m. respectively. 








| Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


GEORGE Doxon WALMSLEY and GrorGE KNOWLES, solicitors (Walmsley 
& Knowles), Blackburn, Rishton, and Great Harwood. Aug. 26 
(Gazette, Sept. 2. 





General. 


Mr. Justice Eve is stated to have sailed for Boston. We hope that 
our Transatlantic brethren will have an opportunity of seeing and 
hearing this model judge. 


The death is announced, says the Westminster Gazette, at the age of 
seventy-eight, of Mr. Edwin Walker, doyen of the Chicago Bar, and 
celebrated throughout the United States as a railroad lawyer. He was 
special counsel for the United States in the law suits which arose out of 
the great railroad strike of 1894, 


Sir Charles Chadwyck-Healey, who has been Chancellor of the 
dioceses of Bath and Wells, and Exeter, since 1903, has, says the Sf. 
James's Gazette, been obliged, under medical advice, to relinquish 
that office. Sir Charles is Hon. Commander of the Royal Navy 
Reserves, and chairman of the Admiralty Volunteer Committee. In 
Somersetshire, where he has a delightful place in the old-world village 
of Porlock, Sir Charles is a very busy man. Besides fulfilling the 
duties of the Chancellorship, he has served as deputy lieutenant, county 
| alderman, and deputy chairman of the Quarter Sessions. He was called 
| to the bar in 1872, took silk nineteen years later, and last year received 


‘his K.C.B, 
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The late Mr. Justice Walton is stated to have died intestate. 

A writer in the Observer, referring to illiteracy at the last two general 
elections, after noting the good record held by Aberdeenshire, adds: “ It 
is almost a pity that that fair record is beaten by Orkney and Shetland, 
where every man voting signed his name both in 1906 and 1910,” thus 
rendering his vot2 absolutely worthless. Cam this be the fagt? 

Simply and unceremoniously, says the New York correspondent of the 
Daily Mail, the ‘“ Domestic Relations Court,’’ New York's latest experi 
ment in the administration of justice, was opened by the magistrate, 
Mr. Cornell, who will henceforth hold daily sittings for the benefit of 
down-trodden and neglected wives and husbands. About half of the 
cases are stated to have been settled. The new court is provided with 
four policemen to serve warrants, and several probation officers. 





In the matter of noise, says the Westminster Gazette, the Patents 


Office library, off Chancery-lane, is easily first. This is a splendid and 
unique collection of books dealing with all the manifold forms of human 
activity, but its value is considerably discounted by the almost con 
tinuous clatter. Attendants shout to each other, and nobody can take a 
book from a shelf without throwing it down upon a table with a resound 
ing bang. There are apparently no restrictions upon conversation. It 
is a distinctly go-as-you-please institution. A patent that would keep 
the Patents Office library quiet would be a highly praiseworthy invention. 


There appears to be but little probability, says the St. James’s 
Gazette, that the President of the Board of Trade will be able to make 
any progress this year with the question of bankruptcy law reform. 
A Bill founded upon the recommendations of the Select Committee 
has already been drafted by the officials of Mr. Buxton’s department, 
and Mr. Churchill was prepared to introduce it at an early date. Now, 
however, whatever time may be at the disposal of the Government for 
departmental legislation before Christmas is already ear-marked for 
the Home Office Shop Hours Bill, the second reading of which is to 


be taken on the 15th of November. The Government are hoping that | 
they may be able to place this Bill upon the Statute Book before the | 


prorogation of Parliament in December. 


The New York Bar Association has, says a writer in the Globe, found 
it necessary to prohibit the touting for clients “ on court-house steps, in 
ccrridors, and on the stairs leading to the court-room.’’ More than 
once of late the attention of the Law Society has been directed to the 
touting devices of certain solicitors in Workmen's Compensation cases. 
“There are,” Sir John Gray Hill recently told the society, “some 
members of our profession who conduct claims under the Act in a most 
unscrupulous manner. I am also informed on good authority that touts 
are employed by these persons, who obtain from the hospital porter or 
lodging-house keeper the names and addresses of injured persons, and 
induce them to place their cases in*the hands of the solicitors in ques- 
tion.” It is a practice to which the disciplinary powers of the society 
might properly be applied. 

The Local Government Board have, says the 7'imes, issued a circular 
to the municipal borough councils drawing attention to the provisions 
of the Municipal Corporations Amendment Act, 1910 (10 Edw. 7 
and 1 Geo. 5, ec. 19), passed in the recent Session of 
Parliament, which effects a somewhat important alteration in the 
law in regard to the election of aldermen and mayors in 
municipal boroughs. Hitherto, aldermen, other than outgoing 
aldermen, have been able to vote in the election of aldermen in a 
borough, but outgoing aldermen have been prohibited from so voting by 
the provisions of section 60 (3) of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. 
Also, by virtue of section 61 (3) of that Act, an outgoing alderman has 
been able to vote in the election of mayor. The new Act has altered the 
law in respect to these two matters. Section 1 (1) prohibits an alderman, 
whether continuing in office, or outgoing, from voting as such in the 
election of an alderman of the borough. It also prohibits an outgoing 
alderman from voting, as alderman, in the election of the mayor. Ssc- 
tion 1 (2) contains certain consequential amendments of sections 60 and 
61 of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882. The new Act, which is to 
be construed as one with the Act of 1882, came into operation on the 3rd 


day of August, 1910, on which date it received the Royal Assent, and 
it will accordingly apply to the elections which will take place on 
the next ordinary day of election of aldermen and mayor, as well as in 
the case of any casual vacancy in the office of alderman or mayor which 
may occur in the meantime. 








Royat Navat CoLiece, Ossporne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
| Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an _ illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook 
street, London, W.—{Apvr.] 





Winding-up Notices. 
< 
London Gazette,—Fxivay, Sept. 2 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitsp ts CHANCERY. 


American Sxatine Rink Co (Parts), Lrp—Creditors are required to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to W. Ros Sharp, 135, 
Wool Exchange, Basinghall st, liquidator 

Rarip Car Concxssions, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 30, directed to ba 
heard at the Shire Hall, Gloucester, Sept 12. Tree & Co, Essex st, Strand, solors 
for the petner, Notice of "Tw must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 10 

Rvusper Prawrers Ort anp Investurnt Trust, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Aug 30, directed to be heard on Sept 14. Linklater & Co, Bond ct, Walbrook, solore 
for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of Sept 13 





London Guzette,—Turspay, Sept. 6, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep in CHancery. 


| Arva Synpicarg, Lrp (1s Votuntary Ligqurparion)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Herbert Thomas Bioor, 255, Finsbury pavement House, liquidator 

Cuyunr River Exptoration Synpicarze, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
claime, to Arthur Taylor, 23, College hill, liquidator 

Kevtaam Rouuine Mitts Co, Lrp (Iw Votunrary Liquipation)—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to William Wing, Stirling chmbrs, Campo In, Sheffield. 
Porrett & Fawcett, Sheffield, solors for the lquidator 

Porto ALEGRE aND New Hamsure (Brazitiam) Rattway Oo, Lrp—Creditors are 
required, on or before Oct 18, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Charles Coote, 110, Cannon st. Webb & Co, Budge row, 
solors to the liquidator 

Rays, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 18, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Aylett Moore, 
3, Crosby 8g. McKenna & Co, Basinghall st, solora for the liquidator 

Vacs, Cuirrerret, & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Reginald Neale 
Spiers, 35, Cursitor st, liquidator 

Waypsworta Lime anp Cement Co, Lro—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to W. Wisdom, Cedar Cottage, Worton rd, Isleworth, liquidator 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


| London Gazette.—Futpay, Sept. 2 
| Lonpow anv Counrrey Lanp Deven pmenr Co, Lr. 
| Brsenam & Tayvor, Lr. 
| Natronat Temerrance Lano ano Burtpine C), Lrp. 
| CarystaL Parnt anp VarnisH Co, Lrp. 
| Lonpon, Epinsuren, anp Giaseow Assurance Co, Lp. 
Svrz O11 Co, Lrp, 
Cuargyce Enatneratna Co, Lro. 
| Lipmawette, Lrp. 
| Tonpriper Weis, SoutnBorovesr, anp District Ommisus Co, Lrp. 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOoOoORGaATsE 


SrREET, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 


x | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


Oa application. 
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London Gazctte.—Tunspay, Sept. 6. 


Tuteys, Lrp. 

River's Iysecrirvaa, Lop. 

Dickason, Lawrey & Puiiutres, Lrp. 

A. B. Srarvorp & Co, Lrp. 

Mansions Consouipatep, Lrp, 
Inpo-Caisa Smecttine Corporation, Lrp. 


New Lonpow anp Amsterpam Borneo Topacco Co, Lrp. 


Bist & Simpsow, Lrp. 

Hatiey’s Moroas (MAancaugster), Lrp, 
Ameeican Sxatine Rink Co (Panis), Lrp. 
Curonr River Exrtorationw Synproate, Lrp. 
Lat Sana Russer Co, Lrp (Reconstruction). 
Briackroot Amusements, Lrp. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Fripay, Sept. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bennett, Emity Louisa, Queen's rd, Bayswater, Dress- 
maker High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Burtoy, James Tuomas, Didsbury, Manchester, Painter 
Manchester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Cuarkx, Witt1am Hamepves, Slough, Licensed Victualler 
Windsor Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 30 

Couzy, J W, Queen Victoria st High Court Pet Aug 4 
Ord Aug 29 

Cu.vernouse, Josreun Tuomas, Northampton, Traveller 
Northampton Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Davies, Witiiam, Treharris, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Kast, Liviay Evita, Birmingham, Tobacconist 
ham Pet Aug25 Ord Aug 29 

Faeepmay, L, & Co, Brick In, Shoreditch, Milliners High 
Court Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 26 

Furmincra, Epwaro Cuarces, Sittingbourne, Kent, 
Commission Agent Rochester Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 


Collier 


Birming- 


30 

Gissoss, James, Small Heath, Birmingham, Painter 
Birmingham Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Herwortn, Atrarp, Kingston npon Hull, Fruiterer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 

Howanrtn, Greorce, Mexborough Sheffield Pet Aug 30 
Ord Aug 30 

Hype, Frank, Lock Side, Marple, Cheshire, 
Stockport Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Jerverson, Josken, Nelson, Lance, Hairdresser Burnley 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Lamar, Huan, & Co, Fenchurch bldgs, Leather Merchants 
High Court Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 31 

Leg, Frank, Nottingbam, Auctioneer Nottingham 
July 30 Ord Aug 29 

McDaniei, Ricuarp, Wood st, Shopfitter High Court 
Pet July 29 Ord Aug 31 

Martin, Taomas, Dover, Licensed Victualler Canterbury 
Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Morais, Exnest Avrarp, Upper Parkstone, Poole, Dorset, 
Outfitter Poole PetAug3t Ord Aug 31 

Morris, Joun Tuomas, Pentre, Hawarden, 
Engineer Chester Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Naytos, James, Morecambe, Coal Merchant High Court 
Pet July 29 Ord Aug 31 


Painter 


Pet 


Flint, 


THE SOLICITORS’ 
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Lz Ror Mrwine Co, Lap, 
C. Howarp & Co, Lrp. 


Sept. 10, 1910, 


Swansea Savery Fuse Oo, Liv, 














Nosiz, Grorce Henry, West Hartlepool, Club Agent 
Sunderland Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 29 

Ossoryk, Pautina, Worcester, Draper Worcester Pet 
Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Pico, Freperick Witiiam, Long Eaton, Derby, Butcher 
Derby Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Raruart, Asranam, Coldharbour In, 
High Court Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 31 

Rivey, Joseru Louis, Northwich, Chester, Coal Merchant 
Crewe Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Strokes, Henry Fraser, Highbury pl, Medical Practitioner 
High Court Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

StrRavuGuan, Witiiam, Forest Hall, Northumberland, 
Miner Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Tuorye, Srastey Rees, Bridgend, Butcher Cardiff Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

Taurston, Isaac, Lowestoft, Boat Owner 
mouth Pet Aug16 Ord Aug 29 

Train, Apert Epwarp Huan, Suttonin Ashfield, Notts, 
Photographer Nottingham Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 

Watxer, Joun, Goole, Yorks, Builder Wakefield Pet Aug 
30 Ord Aug 30 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 26: 


Frost, Grorer Wittiam, Little Clacton, Es ex, Farmer 
Colchester Pet Feb 23 Ord July 6 


Brixton, Tailor 


Great Yar- 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Beaty, Joun, Carlisle, Builder Sept 10 at 11 34, Fisher 
st, Carlisle 

Bennett, Emiry Louisa, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Dress- 
maker Sept l4at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Boots, Benry, Southbourne, Sussex, Builder Sept 14 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Cuatx, Wittiam Hamppen, Slough, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 10 at 12.30 95, Peascod st, Windsor 

Cockin, Grorae, Doncaster, Painter Sept 14 at 12 Off 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheftield 

Coney, J W, Queen Victoria st Sept 14 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

CuLvernouse, Josep Txomas, Northampton, Traveller 
Sept 10 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Dayxin, W H, Gt Portland st, Auctioneer Sept 12 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fisner, SOLoMAN Setman, Bleddfa, Llangunllo, Radnor, 
Farmer Sept 10 at 12.45 2, Offa st, Hereford 

FreepMman, L, & Co, Brick ln, Shoreditch, Milliners Sept 12 
atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 








Ire 


INTERESTS 





REVERSIONS 





(Absolute or Contingent) 
PURCHASED. 


Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 





Upon Security ot Life Interests, Reversions, &c. 


MORTGAGES 





Proposal Forms 
on 
application. 











Upon first-class business or residential property considered. 


3USINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 


82, Moorgate Street, E.C. 
J. DOUGLAS WATSON, F.1.4., Manager and Actuary. 


Assets: 
£6,500,000 

















The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

Sept. 15.—Messrs. H, E, Fostza & Caanrigtp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Life 
Interests, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Sept. 28.—Mesers, Norron, Trist, & Giupert, at the Murt, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rent (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 5.—Messrs. Epwin Fox, Bousrizup, Burnerts, & Bappgizy, at the Mart, at 2; 
Freehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, Sept. 3.) 


Forsmincrr, Epwarp Cuarzes, Sittingbourne, Commission 
Agent Septi4at3 115, High st, Rochester 

James, Toouas Burton, Didsbury, Manchester, Painter 
Sept 10 at11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Joun, Witutam, Abertridwr, Glam, Collier Sept 14 at 3.30 

ff Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine st, Ponty- 

pridd 

Sanus Wittiam Henry, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Denbigh, 
Pork Butcher Sept 12 at 11.30 The Priory, Wrexham 

Kina, Coarces, Lowestoft, Grocer Septl0at12 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 

Lamuir, Huan, & Co, Fenchurch bldgs, Leather Merchants 
Sept 13at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

McDawmiet, Ricaarp, Wood st, Shopfitter Sept 13 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Makin, Georce Freperick, Gainsborough, Grocer Sept13 
at 12.30 Off Rev, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Morais, Ernest ALrrep, Upper Parkstone, Poole, Dorset, 
Outfitter Sept 12 at 2 Arcade chmbrs (first floor), 
Bournemouth 

Morais, Joun Tuomas, Pentre, Hawarden, Flint, Engineer 
Sept 10 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Naytor, James, Morecambe, Coal Merchant Sept 13 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Osporne, Pautina, Worcester, Draper Sept l4at 12 Off 
kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

RapHakL, ApRanAM, Coldharbour In, Tailor Sept 13 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Spencer, Joseph Apert, Libford Gower, 
Rutcher Sept 10 at 12 Off Rec, 
Oxford 

Sroxes, Henry Fraser, Highbury pl, Medical Practitioner 
Sept 13at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Train, ALBERT Epwarp Huan, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, 
Photographer Sept 10 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, 
Park st, Nottingham 

Watker, Joun, Goole, Yorks, Builder 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

WiunFixcp, Ricuarp, Stapleford, Notts, Railway Fireman 
Sept 12 at11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Nottingham 


Oxford, 
1, 8t Aldate st, 


Sept 12at11 Off 





NORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 
ESTABLISIIED 1836. 
FIRE. LIFE. 
BURGLARY. ACCIDENT, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 








Accumulated Funds (1909) £7,436,000: 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 


LONDON GUARANTEE AND 
ACCIDENT COMPANY (LIMITED). 


The Company’s Bonds are Accepted by the High Court as 
SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQ ATORS and AD- 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be given, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS under the Bankruptcy Acts, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c.; &c. 


Claims Paid Exceed - 2,090,000. 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party 
including Drivers’ Risks, 





Fire, 
Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurance. 


HEAD OFFICE :—42-45, New Broad Street, E.C. 
Weat End Office; No, 61, St, James's Street, S.W. 
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